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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claim 1-12, 14-15, 23-24 and 26-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Kelly et al. (US 6,047,292). 

Regarding Claim 1: Kelly et al. discloses a reproducing apparatus which includes a 
browser, to reproduce data on an information storage medium having registry 
information, the reproducing apparatus comprising: a search unit let searching for the 
registry information based on an input search parameter (column 7 lines 46-65); and a 
search interface unit receiving the input search parameter from the browser and 
providing the input search parameter to the search unit, and receiving text information 
from the search unit and transmitting the text information to the browser (column 5 
lines 51-67). 

Regarding Claim 2: Kelly et al. discloses a reproducing apparatus of claim 1 , wherein 
the registry information comprises a text data manager defined in a digital versatile disc 
(DVD) (column 3 lines 56-67). 

Regarding Claim 3: Kelly et al. disclose a reproducing apparatus of claim 2, wherein 
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the search interface unit comprises an application program interface (API) (column 5 
lines 51-67). 

Regarding Claim 4: Kelly et al. discloses a reproducing apparatus of claim 3, wherein 
the browser includes an analysis engine for analyzing a predetermined client program 
inserted into a markup document, and the client program comprises the search interface 
unit (column 5 lines 42-50). 

Regarding Claim 5: Kelly et al. discloses a reproducing apparatus of claim 4, wherein 
the client program is a Java Applet or JavaScript program (column 5 lines 1-13), and 
the search interface unit is realized by at least one method defined in a class having a 
property parameter (column 7 lines 46-65), the property parameter indicating at least 
one portion of the text information included in the text data manager (column 7 Iines46- 
65). 

Regarding Claim 6: Kelly et al. discloses a reproducing apparatus of claim 5, wherein 
the search interface unit includes: a search method searching the text data manager 
(column 7 lines 13-28); and a property parameter which is included in the class, 
receiving the text information on the text data manager (column 7 lines 13-46). 
Regarding Claim 7: Kelly et al. discloses a reproducing apparatus of claim 6, wherein 
the search interface unit further comprises: a previous search method searching for 
data prior to the text information of the search method (Fig. 8). 
Regarding Claim 8: Kelly et al. discloses a reproducing apparatus of claim 6, wherein 
the search interface unit further comprises: a next search method searching for data 
posterior to the text information of the search method (Fig. 8). 
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Regarding Claim 9: Kelly et al. disclose a reproducing apparatus of claim 4, wherein 
the web document is recorded on the medium DVD (column 5 lines 43-50). 
Regarding Claim 10: Kelly et al. discloses a reproducing apparatus of claim 1 , wherein 
the search unit comprises, firmware, which interacts with the search interface unit 
(column 6 lines 56-67). 

Regarding Claim 11: Kelly et al. discloses a reproducing apparatus of claim 10, 
wherein the search unit comprises: a search module searching for text data which 
matches with the input search parameter received from the search interface unit 
(column 7 lines 13-28 and Fig. 8); and an extraction module extracting the matched 
text data searched by the search module and transmitting the extracted text data to the 
search interface unit (column 7 lines 13-28 and Fig. 8). 
Regarding Claim 12: Claim 12 is rejected for the same subject matter as claim 1 
discussed above. 

Regarding Claim 14-15: Claim 14-15 are rejected for the same subject matter as claim 
2-3 respectively discussed above. 

Regarding Claim 23: Claim 23 is rejected for the same subject matter as claim 1 and 
12 discussed above. 

Regarding Claim 24: Claim 24 is rejected for the same subject matter as claim 1 
discussed above. 
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Regarding Claim 26: Claim 26 is rejected for the same subject matter as claim 14 
discussed above. 

Regarding Claim 27: Claim 27 is rejected for the same subject matter as claim 2 
discussed above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 13, 16-22, 25 and 28 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kelly et al. (US 6,047,292). 

Regarding Claim 13: Kelly et al. discloses all the limitation of claim 12, except deletion 
interface unit; however the use of delete interface unit is well known in the art and an 
official notes is taken. 

It would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to combine deletion interface unit into Kelly et al. art in order to 
delete unnecessary video continents from storage device. 

Regarding Claim 16: Kelly et al. discloses all the limitation of claim 12, except deletion 
interface unit; however the use of delete interface unit is well known in the art and an 
official notes is taken. 
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It would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to combine deletion interface unit into Kelly et al. art in order to 
delete unnecessary video continents from storage device. 

Regarding Claim 17: Claim 17 is rejected for the same subject matter as claim 5 and 
13 discussed above. 

Regarding Claim 18: Kelly et al. discloses a recording apparatus of claim 17, wherein 
the recording interface unit includes a recording method; which records the text 
information to be included in the text data manager (column 7 lines 13-28). 

Regarding Claim 19: Claim 19 is rejected for the same subject matter as claim 13 
discussed above. 

Regarding Claim 20: Kelly et al. discloses a recording apparatus of claim 17, wherein 
the search interface unit includes: a search method searching the text data manager 
(column 7 lines 13-28); and a property parameter; which is included in the class; 
receiving the text information on the text data manager (column 7 lines 13-46). 
Regarding Claim 21: Kelly et al. discloses a recording apparatus of claim 20, wherein 
the search interface unit further comprises a previous search method searching data 
prior to the text information of the search method (Fig. 8). 

Regarding Claim 22: Kelly et al. discloses a recording apparatus of claim 20, wherein 
the search interface unit further comprises a next search method let-searching data 
posterior to the text information of the search method (Fig. 8). 
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Regarding Claim 25: Claim 25 is rejected for the same subject matter as claim 13 
discussed above. 

Regarding Claim 28: Claim 28 is rejected for the same subject matter as claim 13 
discussed above. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to DANIEL TEKLE whose telephone number is (571)270- 
1117. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30am to 5:00pm M-R and 7:30-4:00 
Every other Friday.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Marsha D. Banks-Harold can be reached on 571-272-7905. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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